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had recently, in a note on an inscription of Lebas, put
together everything of importance which he could discover
about the Asiarchs.13 As soon as a copy could be pro-
cured, I eagerly read his erudite and sagacious observa-
tions ; and though they did not contain an allusion to
any passage in an ancient author in which Asiarchs are
named, with which I was unacquainted, nor even to any
monumental evidence19 (one coin in Mionnet excepted,
which I had accidentally passed over) which was new to me,
though one Ephesian inscription was materially amended
from his own personal examination, yet I had the satisfac-
tion of perceiving that on one or two of the most perplex-
ing points of the inquiry, we had arrived at the same
conclusions. Moreover I thought that my labour in collect-
ing the materials20 was not wholly thrown away, as it
might be interesting to many persons to have them brought
together in one view; more especially when it is borne in
mind that the knowledge of ancient inscriptions and coins,
which we now possess, is much greater than what was open
to scholars half a century or even a quarter of a century
ago.
The earliest certain notice21 that we obtain of the Asiarchs
is in Strabo, who wrote his geographical work about twenty
years (perhaps both more and less) after the Christian era.
18	On 7i. 885 of the inscriptions of P. Lebas, in which an
c?pX«pcv£ 'Ac-tag va&v- ruv iv Efcpya/zp is mentioned.    The first
part of Mr. Waddington's Commentary contains an instructive
account of* the High-priest of Asia, whom  he distinguishes
from the Asiarch.
19	His reference to Boekh, 324:6, is erroneous.
20	Several of these, including one or two of considerable
importance, are not noticed by Mr. Waddington.
81 I cannot undertake to say that no inscription or autono-
mous coin bearing the name of an Asiarch may be older; but I
Bee no reason to think so.

